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1. Inmate receives
3-yr denial aftera (>
hearing

2. Twelve months later, analyst prints list of

decision form with recommendation
that the case not be forwarded for a
review on the merits

4a. Analyst fills out top portion of PTA

form and signs form

5. HQ ACDC indicates decision on PTA

all 3-yr denials that occurred 12 months prior

Yes

3. Analyst Applies Screening Criteria
a. PTA since last hearing?

< b. Intervening hearing?

c. Serious or violent 115 since last hearing?
d. Increase in classification score since last hearing?

No\l/

4b. Analyst fills out top portion of PTA decision

form with recommendation that the case be
forwarded for a review on the merits

6. Review on the merits by
commissioner or deputy
commissioner

l

7. Change in circumstances or
new information establish a
reasonable likelihood that
consideration of public and victim's
safety does not require the
additional incarceration?

No

Yes

!

(Hearing date not advanced>

8. Are there
registered victims?

\L Yes

9. Send letter to victim
requesting input. Wait
35 days for response

|

10. After considering views and
interests of victim, is there a
reasonable likelihood that

No

No

( Hearing date not advanced >

Next hearing date
scheduled 18 months
from last hearing date

consideration of public and
victim's safety does not require
the additional incarceration?

Yes \L

( Hearing date advanced }




